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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 

Claims 1, 7 and 13 have been amended. 



Claims 1-16 are pending. 



Response to Argument 

I. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 7 and 13 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

II. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless — 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for 
purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 



III. Claims 1-4 and 7-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Flanagan (US 7,200,644). 
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a. Per claim 1, Flanagan teaches a storage-device controlling apparatus in a storage 
system, comprising: 

■ a file system for receiving a data input/output request on file-name specification 
basis, and executing the input/output of data with respect to a storage device 
included in the file system in response to said data input/output request, said data 
input/output request being transmitted from an information processing apparatus 
connected to the storage-device controlling apparatus via a network (col. 3 lines 1- 
18, col. 5 lines 45-67, col.6 lines 1-31 and 48-67, col. 7 lines 12-36— provision for 
receiving data input/output request for files transmitted via a network from a 
client device); and 

■ a processing device operative to perform steps of: receiving a proxy request for 
substitute-executing the download of a file from a Web server on the Internet, said 
proxy request being transmitted from the information processing apparatus based 
on HTTP protocol via said network (col. 4 lines 31-39 and 47-58, col. 5 lines 52- 
55, col. 7 lines 39-66 — receiving a proxy request for downloading a file from a 
web server over the internet); 

■ establishing a connection with the Internet (col. 7 lines 1-27, col. 8 lines 3-6, col. 9 
lines 28-37); 

■ downloading said file from said Web server in response to said proxy request 
(Abstract, col. 7 lines 35-37, col.8 lines 3-8, col.9 lines 28-37); and 

■ storing said downloaded file into said storage device via said file system (col. 5 
line 61 -col.6 line 31, col.8 lines 20-33, col.8 line 54-col.9 line 35). 

b. Claims 7 and 13 contain limitations that are substantially equivalent to claim 1 
and are therefore rejected under the same basis. 

c. Per claim 2, Flanagan teaches the storage-device controlling apparatus according 
to claim 1, wherein said processing device is operative to perform further steps of: accepting said 
proxy request and transmitting to a sender of said proxy request information that identifies a 
storage location of said file in said storage device, said file being downloaded in accordance with 



said proxy request (col. 5 line 52-col.6 line 31). 
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d. Per claim 3, Flanagan teaches the storage-device controlling apparatus according 
to claim 1, wherein said processing device is operative to perform further steps of: checking 
whether or not, when said proxy request is accepted, said file specified by said proxy request is 
already stored in said storage device; and wherein, if said file has been stored in said storage 
device, then said download of said file will not be executed {col. 6 lines 1-18, col. 7 lines 18-41). 

e. Per claim 4, Flanagan teaches the storage-device controlling apparatus according 
to claim 1 , wherein said processing device is operative to perform further steps of: transmitting a 
message to a sender of said proxy request via said network when said file is stored into said 
storage device, said message notifying that said file has been stored into said storage device 
{col. 7 lines 18-41, col.9 lines 5-14). 

f. Per claim 8, Flanagan teaches the information processing apparatus according to 
claim 7, further comprising: means for storing a condition for determining whether or not to 
transmit said proxy request to said storage-device controlling apparatus, said condition being 
about said file that becomes a target of said download; and means for checking whether or not 
said file satisfies said condition when there occurs said download request for downloading said 
file from said Web server, wherein, if said file does not satisfy said condition, said proxy request 
will not be transmitted to said storage-device controlling apparatus {col. 8 lines 3-52, col.9 lines 
28-37). 

g. Claim 14 is substantially similar to claim 8 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

h. Per claim 9, Flanagan teaches the information processing apparatus according to 
claim 8, further comprising: means for downloading said file by accessing said Web server by 
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itself if said proxy request is not transmitted to said storage-device controlling apparatus (col. 3 
lines 54-57, col. 6 lines 1-19). 

i. Claim 15 is substantially similar to claim 9 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

j. Per claim 10, Flanagan teaches the information processing apparatus according 
to claim 8, further comprising: means for accessing said Web server via the Internet so as to 
acquire information on said file when there occurs said download request for downloading said 
file from said Web server, and means for judging whether or not said file satisfies said condition 
by making a comparison between said information and said condition (col. 7 lines 35-39). 

k. Claim 16 is substantially similar to claim 10 and is therefore rejected under the 
same basis. 

1. Per claim 11, Flanagan teaches the information processing apparatus according 
to claim 10, further comprising: wherein said condition includes at least one of the following 
conditions: the data size of said file is larger than a threshold-value size, said data size of said file 
is smaller than said threshold- value size, said file is a specified type of file, the file name is a 
specified file name, and the updating time-and-date satisfies a set-up condition (col. 6 lines 32-45, 
col. 7 lines 28-43, col. 8 lines 3-24, col.9 lines 30-33). 

m. Per claim 12, Flanagan teaches the information processing apparatus according 
to claim 7, further comprising: means for allowing a Web browser to come into operation, said 
download request for downloading said file from said Web server occurring by being caused by 
said operation of said Web browser (col. 7 lines 33-35, col.6 lines 3-12, col. 3 lines 40-57). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

IV. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

V. Claims 5 and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Flanagan (US 7,200,644) in view of Hind et al (US 6,665,721). 

a. Per claim 5, Flanagan teaches the storage-device controlling apparatus according 
to claim 1 as applied above, yet fails to explicitly teach the apparatus further comprising: a 
processing queue for storing said proxy request therein, wherein said processing device is 
operative to perform a step of modifying a processing sequence of proxy requests that have been 
registered in said processing queue. However, Hind et al teach a processing queue for the proxy 
requests that are to be converted (col. 4 lines 30-41). Providing processing queues for requests are 
obvious mechanisms used in the network communications art. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Flanagan and Hind et al for the purpose of storing request in the processing queue for organizing 
and processing the requests in an orderly fashion. 

b. Per claim 6, Flanagan with Hind et al teach the storage-device controlling 
apparatus according to claim 5, Hind et al further teach wherein a condition for starting a 
processing for said each proxy request is stored on said each proxy request basis, whether or not 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/649, 1 7 1 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2144 

processing about said proxy requests should be started being determined depending on said 
condition, said proxy requests being registered in said processing queue {col. 4 line 30-col.5 line 
2). 



Conclusion 

VI. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: Kawakita (2003/0074425), Shimura (6,370,687), Sarukkai (6,775,695), Christensen 
et al (6,330,605), Grove et al (7,020,719). 

VII. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

VIII. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to KRISTIE D. SHINGLES whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3888. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 8:00am-5:30pm. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kristie D. Shingles 

Examiner 

Art Unit 2141 

kds 



/William C. Vaughn, Jr./ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2144 



